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Planning Commission Date: May 28, 2003 Item No.

MILPITAS PLANNING COMMISSION AGENDA REPORT

Category: Public Hearing Report prepared by: Staci Pereira
Public Hearing: Yes: __ X__ No:

Notices Mailed On: 5-2-03 Published On: 5-1-03 Posted On: 5-2-03
TITLE: USE PERMIT AMENDMENT NOS. P-UA2003-5 AND P-

UA2003-10, “S” ZONE AMENDMENT NO. P-SA2003-12 AND
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT NO. P-EA2003-5

Proposal: Request to amend previous use permits and site and architectural
approvals for 9 telecommunication antennas housed in an additional
building story for approval of 12 antennas and associated equipment
housed in a proposed 256 square foot clock tower, 62'-10" in height
and the related Negative Declaration.

Location: 1000 Jacklin Road (APN 28-05-015)

RECOMMENDATION: Approve Use Permit Amendment Nos. P-UA2003-5 (AT&T) and
P-UA2003-10 (Cingular) and “S” Zone Approval-Amendment P-
SA2003-22 with conditions and adopt the related Negative
Declaration (Environmental Impact Assessment No, P-EA2003-

5)0

Applicant: AT&T Wireless Services, Inc., ¢/o Victoria Wilcox, 651 Gateway
Blvd., Suite 1500, South San Francisco, CA 94080

Property Owner: Joe Ir. and Christine Gigantino, 1000 Jacklin Road, Milpitas, CA
95035

Previous Action(s): “S” Zone and amendments, and use permits

Environmental Info: Negative Declaration

General Plan Designation: Highway Service
Present Zoning: Highway Service “HS” District

Existing Land Use: Athletic Club
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Agenda Sent To: Applicant and owner (both noted above)

Attachments: Plans, photosimulations, existing and alternative wireless sites,
telecommunications questionnaire, FCC license, power density
study, draft Negative Declaration and Initial Study

PJ No. 2286

BACKGROUND

The subject site is a 1.14-acre parcel with a 17,000 square foot two-story building, plus parking
and landscaping. The original site approval for the building and site improvements was granted
by the Planning Commission in 1977,

In May 1996, the Planning Commission approved plans for a 60-foot monopole with two 8-foot
antennas and a 173 square-foot equipment shelter (GTE Mobilnet—Use Permit No. 1339). In
November 1998, the Commission approved an amendment to allow GTE to replace their
antennas. In July 1996, the Planning Commission approved a co-location proposal to allow
additional antennas on the new monopole (Sprint Spectrum L.LP—Use Permit No. 1352). The
equipment cabinets were approved to be housed within an enclosure on the east side of the
building. A third co-location effort was approved by the Planning Commission in June 2000, for
additional antennas on the monopole (Nextel—Use Permit No. 1553). The equipment cabinet
enclosure was approved at the east side of the building. On July 10, 2002, the Planning
Commission approved Use Permit Nos. P-UP2002-15 and P-UP2002-4 consisting of antennas
for two new vendors (AT&T and Cingular), to construct a new roof-top penthouse structure
which would house 9 antennas total and associated equipment. However, due to high
construction costs associated with the structural upgrades to support the weight of this structure,
the roof-top penthouse was never built, thus the current application has been submitted.

Site Description

The subject site encompasses 1.14 acres at the southwest quadrant of I-680 and Jacklin Road.
The site is a land-locked parcel located behind the Shell gasoline station, near the 1-680
southbound on-ramp. The site is zoned Highway Services, as is the gas station parcel to the
north, The parcels to the west and south are zoned CO - Administrative and Professional Office,
and are developed with offices and a child care center. Residential uses are found to the north,
beyond Jacklin Road, to the west, beyond N. Hillview Drive, and to the east, beyond the I-680
freeway.

THE APPLICATION

The Use Permit amendment applications are submitted pursuant to Sections 57.02-15.1
(€onditional Use Permit for telecommunication antenna facilities) and the “S” Zone amendment
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application is submitted pursuant to Section 42,10-2 (Applications for modifications of or
amendment) of the Milpitas Zoning Ordinance.

The applicant proposes to construct a 62°-10” tall clock tower to house and conceal a total of 12
telecommunication antennas and associated equipment. The clock tower is proposed at the
western end of the existing building, just south of the exterior wood staircase that leads to the
second floor fitness center. The service providers, AT&T (P-UA2003-5) and Cingular (P-
UA2003-10) each propose to house 6 of each of their antennas. As indicated on Sheet A2 and
A3 of the project plans, the antennas would be located in the upper portion of the tower, just
under the eaves. Each service provider proposes 3 new antennas each on the uppermost portion
of the clock tower and another row of 3 each immediately below (a 2-foot vertical antenna
separation for the Cingular antennas and a 1-foot vertical separation for the AT&T antennas).
The antennas are proposed on the north, west and south interior elevations of the clock tower,

The equipment cabinets for both providers would be located on an equipment room floor
approximately 18'-7" from the ground (1/3 of the height of the structure). The 6’ x 2’ cabinets
would be installed on the east and west interior elevations.

Conformance with the General Plan and Zoning Ordinance

The proposed project complies with the City’s General Plan in terms of Policy 2.a-1-7. The
proposed project provides a service that supports surrounding businesses, which can assist in
expanding employment, facilitating communications and promoting business retention. In
addition to supporting local businesses, the telecommunications facility also supports Milpitas
residents and I-680 freeway travelers. The project also complies with the City’s Zoning
Ordinance, which allows for telecommunications facilities as conditional uses in all zoning
districts. In addition, the clock tower complies with the development standards for the Highway
Service “HS” District, as described below:

“HS” Development Standards Proposed Project Complies?
Building height: No limitation, Overall clock tower height is 62'- 107 Yes
Front yard setback: None required. 33 feet measured from building front to property line. Yes
Side and rear yards: None required Side yards: 6 feet and 83 feet. Rear yard: 5 feet. Yes
Floor Area Ratio: 50% maximum 35% (17,256 SF building area, 49,659 SF parcel area) Yes
Areas for collecting/loading recyclable | Trash/recycling enclosure is located near the Yes
materials monopole,

Parking requirement; 51 stalls 50 stalls (see parking section for projeet revision) No, see pg. 4
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ISSUES

Structure Architecture

The architecture of the clock tower structure is proposed to match and complement that of the
existing main building. The exterior of the clock tower would be stucco and would mimic the
arched recessed elements found on all the elevations of the building. The clock tower roof
incorporates the same ceramic tiles as the main building roof, however, a peaked rather than a
mansard style roof is proposed. In addition to complementing the architectural style, the clock
tower would match the existing color scheme of the main building,

The tower proposes functioning clocks on all four elevations. Each clock face would have a
diameter of approximately 8 feet. Specifics, such as the material, color and details of the clock
face have not yet been submitted and staff recommends a condition of approval that this be
submitted and reviewed by staff at the time of building permit application.

Parking

The proposed location of the clock tower on the west side of the building would partially be
situated in a landscape area and partially in the parking lot atop two spaces, as indicated on Sheet
Al. The affected parking area, which consists of 4 parking spaces, is shown to result in the loss
of 1 parking space. Since, the southwest leg of the clock tower would obstruct a parking space, a
46" wide striped safety area is proposed at the structure’s base. It is the inclusion of this striped
area that reduces the width of the fourth parking stall. In speaking with the applicant and
architect, a solution has been discussed to eliminate ‘any impacts on the existing parking at the
subject site.

The new concrete curb, as shown on Sheet A2, would be shifted 3 feet north of the proposed
location (a total of 7 feet north of its current location). By doing so, the area beneath the tower
would be wide enough to accommodate a standard size parking space of 9 feet. This would
require the fourth parking space to be re-striped. A reduction in the landscape area would also
result and is discussed in the section that immediately follows. Staff recommends a condition of
approval that the applicant submit revised plans at the time of building permit application that
reflects the new curb location shifted 3 feet north thereby maintaining 4 parking spaces which are
consistent with parking stall width provisions in the Zoning Ordinance.

Landscaping

As stated in the previous section, a loss of landscape area would result with the project as
proposed. The total landscape area affected is approximately 215 square feet along the western
side of the existing building and consists of grass and shrubbery. No trees are located in the
affected area and none are proposed to be removed as part of the application. Staff’s
recommendation above, to relocate the curb further north by 3 feet, will not have any impact on
the affected landscape area, Thus, staff recommends a condition of approval that the applicant
submit a revised landscape plan at the time of building permit application to show the 215 square
foot replacement landscaping.
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Community Impact

The project is not anticipated to create any adverse impacts to surrounding land uses, in terms of
traffic, parking, noise, odors or radio frequency emissions, Antenna sites are unmanned, and
once installed, only require maintenance and repairs as needed, therefore no impacts on traffic or
parking are anticipated. In addition, the antennas do not generate any noise and the associated
equipment to be located within the mechanical room on the 9™ floor is not anticipated to create
any noise impacts. Also, no odors are associated with this type of telecommunications facility.

In terms of radio frequency emissions, the Federal law preserves the City’s authority to regulate
the placement, construction, and modification of personal wireless service facilities (47 U.S.C.
332((c)7)(A).) However, federal law does impose a limitation on this authority in the area of
radio frequency (RF) emissions. The City is prohibited by federal law from regulating the
placement, construction, and modification of personal wireless service facilities on the basis of
the environmental effects of RF emissions to the extent the facilities comply with the Federal
Communications Commission’s (FCC) regulations concerning such emissions. (47 U.S.C,
332(c)(TB)(v).

The FCC has established guidelines that place limits on human exposure to RF fields generated
by personal wireless service facilities. These guidelines have been endorsed by the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency and the Food and Drug Administration. The FCC requires all
personal wireless facilities to comply with these guidelines.

The City, however, may still verify that applicants are in compliance with the FCC’s guidelines.
Therefore, the City requires applicants applying for use approval for any telecommunications
device to submit a power density report. This report is reviewed by the City’s
Telecommunications Advisory Commission to ensure compliance with the FCC’s guidelines. To
the extent that an applicant’s facilities, as proposed, are not in compliance with the FCC’s
guidelines, the City may require the applicant to make appropriate modifications to the facilities
to ensure compliance,

Telecommunications Commission Review

The City’s Telecommunications Commission reviewed this antenna project on February 24,
2002, and concluded that the applicants are in compliance with the FCC guidelines. The
Commission did, however, recommend the posting of signage at the building’s fire control point
(fire alarm/utilities shut-off), The Commission’s intent is that the signage explain the existence
of hidden antennas on this building, so that in the event of an emergency to which the Fire
Department responds, Fire personnel will be aware of the antenna site. The intent was also to
provide a means by which the Fire Department could obtain a shutdown of the antenna sites in

the event of a building emergency. Staff recommends Condition of Approval No. 5 to address
this issue.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

An Initial Study and Draft Negative Declaration were prepared for the project. The commenting
period began on May 7, 2003 and will close on May 27, 2003. As of this time, staff has not
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received any comments in regards to the proposed clock tower antenna facility. Should any
comments arise between the final draft of this report and the Planning Commission hearing on
May 28, 2003, staff will present all comments at that time. The proposed clock tower antenna
facility had the following impact that was considered to be less than significant:

There would be a less than significant impact in regards to acsthetics, as a result of the proposed
clock tower antenna facility, as there could be a potential for the project to substantially degrade
the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings, However, from
viewpoints in the City, the clock tower is only 256 sq. ft. (16’ x 16") and its projection and
visibility would be minor in terms of the larger scenic resources (hills) that span the entire
eastern perimeter of the City. In addition, the proposed clock tower is a much more aesthetically
pleasing structure to house telecommunication antennas and associated equipment than the
existing 61°-1" monopole on the site with numerous antenna panels and wire projecting from it,
Also, the structure is proposed to complement the existing structure, matching its architectural
elements, materials and colors which will assist in blending in with the existing building and site.
Thus, the proposed project is considered to be a less than significant impact.

RECOMMENDATION

Close the Public Hearing. Approve Use Permit Amendment Nos. P-UA2003-5 (AT&T) and P-
UA2003-10 (Cingular) and “S” Zone Amendment P-SA2003-22 and adopt the related Negative
Declaration (Environmental Impact Assessment No. P-EA2003-5) subject to the Findings and
Special Conditions listed below,

FINDINGS

1. The proposed project complies with the City’s General Plan in terms of Policy 2.a-I-7. The
proposed project provides a service that supports surrounding businesses, which can assist in
expanding employment, facilitating communications and promoting business retention. In
addition to supporting local businesses, the telecommunications facility also supports
Milpitas residents and I-680 freeway travelers.

2. The proposed project, as conditioned, complies with the City’s Zoning Ordinance, which
allows for telecommunications facilities as conditional uses in all zoning districts and is
consistent with the Highway Service “HS” District development standards,

3. The project is not anticipated to create any adverse impacts to surrounding land uses, in terms
of traffic, parking, noise, odors or radio frequency emissions, since the antenna sites are
unmanned, they do not generate any noise and the associated equipment to be located within
the mechanical room on the 9™ floor, and no odors are associated with this type of
telecommunications facility.

4. The project, as reviewed in the proposed Negative Declaration, will not create any significant
environmental impacts as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act.
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SPECIAL CONDITIONS

L.

This approval is for Use Permit Amendment Nos. P~-UA2003-5 (AT&T) and P-UA2003-10
(Cingular) for the installation of 12 telecommunication antenna (6 for AT&T and 6 for
Cingular) and associated equipment cabinets all concealed within a clock tower at 1000
Jacklin Road, as shown on the approved plans dated May 28, 2003. Any modifications to the
Use Permit or conditions of approval require Planning Commission approval. (P)

The “S” Zone Amendment P-SA2003-22 approval is for a 256 square foot, 62’-10” clock
tower on the west side of the main building, as depicted on the approved plans dated May 28,
2003. Minor changes to the “S” Zone amendment, as described in Section 42,10-2 of the
Zoning Ordinance, may be reviewed by Planning Staff or Planning Commission
Subcommittee. (P)

Prior to building permit issuance, the plans shall indicate the clock tower structure and roof
materials and colors, which shall match that of the existing main building located at 1000
Jacklin Road. (P)

Prior to building permit issuance, details of the clock shall be submitted and reviewed by the
Planning Division. (P)

Prior to building permit issuance, the project and plans shall conform with the following Fire
Department and FCC requirements (P, F):

a) The tower access locations and near antennas shall be labeled for the hazard with a
sign approved for location and content by the Fire Department.

b) Each antennae shall be identified to denote its function, i.e., transmitter or receiver
antennae, Shut down of transmitter antennas shall be provided, Contact the Fire
Department for specifics on the requirements for shutdown. An indicator light shall
be incorporated in the shutdown system. Shutdown procedures shall be reviewed and
approved by the Fire Department.

¢) With the issuance of a permit for installation, an inspection shall be performed by the

Fire Department to verify labeling, signage and transmission shutdown. Inspection
fees shall apply.

Prior to building permit issuance, the plans shall include a landscape plan which indicates the

location, type and size of the 215 square feet of replacement landscaping, due to approved
location of the clock tower. (P)

Prior to building permit issuance, the plans shail reflect the new curb location on the west
side of the building, immediately below the proposed clock tower, to be shifted 3 feet north
of the proposed location in order to maintain the 4 parking spaces that currently exist. The

parking stalls shall be consistent with the parking stall dimensions provided in the Zoning
Ordinance. (P)

This use shall be conducted in compliance with all appropriate federal, state and local laws
and regulations and in conformance with the approved plans. (P)
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9. If at the time of application for building permit there is a project job account balance due to
the City for recovery of fees, review of permits will not be initiated until the balance is paid
in full. (P)

Planning Division = (P}

Fire Department = (F)

NOTES TO THE APPLICANT

The following notes pertain to administration of the City codes and ordinances that are not part
of the Zoning Ordinance regulations. The applicant shall not consider these notes as approval
from any Department. Additional requirements may be made prior to permit issuance. These
notes are provided to assist in the permit process if approval is granted.

BUILDING DIVISION [For further information regarding the following notes please contact
Veronica Valenti at (408) 586-3241]

1. Applicable codes shall be 2001 CBC, CPC, CMC, CEC, California Energy Code, CFC and
2002 Milpitas Municipal Code.

2. Plans shall be prepared and designed by an engineer or architect licensed in the State of
California. Provide complete structural design calculations (vertical and lateral), construction
plans and details when applying for a building permit.

3. Allowable building area for all buildings shall be as per 2001 CBC, Section 504 and Table
5B. The total allowable area shall be the existing building plus the clock tower, Project
submitted does not provide information of existing building.

4. Roofing material shall be as per 2001 CBC, Table 15-A.

5. All equipment weighing over 400 pounds shall be seismically anchored and braced as per
2001 CBC, Section 1632. Provide complete structural design calculation (vertical and lateral)
and construction details when applying for building permit. Plans and calculation shall be wet
signed and stamped by a Civil Engineer in the State of California.

6. All new electrical services shall be underground as per 2002 Milpitas Municipal Code,
Section 11-6-2.04.

7. All electrical equipment shall be provided with access and working clearances to permit
ready and safe operation and maintenance per CEC, Articles 110-33 and 110-34.

FIRE DEPARTMENT [For further information regarding the following notes please contact
Jaime Garcia at (408) 586-3369]
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1. The 2001 triennial edition of the California Code of Regulations, Title 24 (California
Building Standards Code) applies to all occupancies that applied for a building permit on or
after November 1, 2002.

2. Portable fire extinguishers shall be installed in occupancies and locations as set forth in the
code, California Code of Regulations Title 19, Division 1, and Chapters 1 and 3 and as
required by the Milpitas Fire Chief. Section 1002.1 CFC (California Fire Code).

3. The new clock tower shall have automatic fire sprinklers. For the purpose of determining
the requirement for automatic fire sprinkler protection, the clock tower is considered as part
of the existing building.

4. Alterations to the automatic fire sprinkler system and/or fire detection system requires shop
drawings to be submitted to the Fire Department for review and approval prior to alteration.

5. Approved access and access ladder shall be provided to all floor levels within the tower.
Provide KNOX lock (quantity and location to be determined by the Fire Dept.) for Fire
Department access. Section 902.4, CFC,

6. If hazardous materials are intended to be stored, transported on site, used or handled, in an
amount requiring a permit, a Hazardous Materials Business Plan (HMBP) shall be submitted
to the Fire Department by the business responsible. If hazardous materials are not intended to
be stored, transported on site, used or handled in an amount requiring a permit, a Hazardous
Materials/Waste Registration Form and/or a Hazardous Materials Exemption Declaration
shall be submitted to the Fire Department by the business responsible. No final inspection to
all or any portion of the development shall be deemed complete and no certificate of
occupancy shall be issued until this requirement has been met. CFC Section 105.4 as
amended by Section V-300-2.01 MMC., '

7. NFPA 704 signs shall be provided for identification of the hazards of materials.

ENGINEERING DIVISION [For further information regarding the following notes please
contact Robert Wang at (408) 586-3327]

1. Itis the responsibility of the applicant to obtain any necessary encroachment permits from
affected agencies or private parties. Copies of these approvals or permits must be submitted
to the City of Milpitas Engineering Division.

2. Prior to building permit issuance, the applicant must pay all applicable development fees,
including but not limited to, plan check and inspection deposit.

3. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has empowered the San Francisco Bay
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) to administer the National Pollution
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Elimination Discharge System (NPDES) permit. The NPDES permit requires all dischargers
to eliminate as much as possible pollutants entering our receiving waters, Contact the
RWQCB for questions regarding your specific requirements at (800) 794-2482. For general
information, contact the City of Milpitas at (408) 586-3329.

4. The Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) issued by the Federal Emergency Management
Agency (FEMA) under the National Flood Insurance Program shows this site to be in Flood
Zone "X",
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Photosimulation of proposed telecommunications facility as seen looking east from the plaza parking lot

1000 Jacklin Road
Milpitas, CA 95035
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AT&T WIRELESS
Milpitas 4/4732

APPLICATION FOR A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT
CITY OF MILPITAS
i4PN: 028-05-015

ALTERNATIVE SITE ANALYSIS:

;Towards the end of the year in 2000, AT&T Wireless Services (formerly CellularOne) submitted a Conditional Use
‘Permit Application to the City of Milpitas to construct a 50 foot Monopole at 1585 Roger Street Milpitas. This
,proposed monopole was to be located in the Milpitas School Districts Corporation Yard, AT&T Wireless worked
with the City of Milpitas and held a community outreach meeting on December 6, 2000. As a result of this meeting
AT&T Wireless listened to the neighbors concerns and worked with the City of Milpitas to find an alternative
location. It was suggesied by the City of Milpitas (Jonelyn Whales) that AT&T Wireless should review the
possibility of iocating at 1000 Jacklin Road since there are existing wireless communication sites located on this
parcel. Since the first application submittai, AT&T Wireless has evaluated 1000 Jacklin Road and has decided that
this is a viabie location for this proposed wireless communication site, The new proposed wireless location is 1000
' Jacklin Road Milpitas commonly known as APN: 028-05-015,

' PREVIOUS ALTERNATIVE SITE ANALYSIS (for first conditional use permit application):

AT&T Wireless conducted a windshield survey ard-was not able to find any existing buildings or structures in the
height of 50 feet located within the “search ring”. However, there were two parks located within a half-mile of the
proposed project location. The first park is known as Saddle Wood Park and is located on Esquela Parkway,
 approximately a half-mile from the proposed project location. The second park is known as Albert Augustine
“Memorial Park, and is located on Coctho Street, approximate a quarter-mile from the proposed project location.
- These two open space locations were the only other alternative for AT&T’s project. However, AT&T Wireless did
not pursue these locations, since the Milpitas School Districts Corporation Yard seemed to be a more suitable
location for the proposed project,

Other locations that were originally reviewed but were located outside of the “search ring” (a half to three
Jourths-mile radius) are as follows:

1. Foothill Square located at 401 Jacklin Road, located approximately one mile southwest of the proposed project
location,

. 2. Lion Food Center located at 1838 Milpitas Blvd., approximately one mile west of proposed project location.

3. Greater Love Church in Christ located at 159 Dixon Road, approximately one mile northwest of the proposed
project location,

The three locations that are listed above were not possible candidates for the wireless project. All three of these
locations are approximately one mile from the proposed project location. Since these location are located outside of
. the “search ring” (a half to three fourths-mile radius froin proposed location) these locations were not viable
i candidates and therefore not pursued.



City of Milpitas
Planning Division
455 E. Calaveras Blvd.
Milpitas, CA 95035
(408) 586-3279

Questionnaire for Telecommunication Facility Providers

All qpphcants requesting to install telecommunications facilities within the City of Milpitas must complete this
questionnaire as part of their use permit application submittal.

Applicant Name: 72,7 \Wieless, SPOVICeD, T .~ el Viekoae Ghille oy
Applicant Address: POV (andeAdA PANA . Sude W00 S0, SFL G G40k
Applicant Phone: Mok~ 200 - UREBY

Applicant Fax and e-mail address: _Ue o (0n. -t 0¥ (@) Uit 0Dy

Provide a brief descnphon of pro;ect (TeIeCOmmunlcatlons Facility).
i ‘g w : “n ); ...1 AR ;...'_-' ﬁ;.‘. |
AL, o, LD Jm ‘ s : .
e V‘:kxm\ bk .
Location of Project:  {

1. Please indicate below the frequency range you plan to use?
O WVHF Low-Band (30-50 Mhz or 72-76 Mhz)
0 VHF High-Band (136-174 Mhz or 220-222 Mhz}
O UHF or T-Band {406-420 Mhz or 450-470 Mhz or 470-512 Mhz)
O 800 or 900 Mhz Band (800-960 except 900 Mhz Spread Spectrum)
A 900 Mhz Spread Spectrum (802-828 Mhz)
=i Other than specified above (State frequency band in Mhz). Describe:
Bau - B4 Mg [iI850 - 1990 Mtz
2. Please indicate below the channel/system proposed for use?
N A single channel
M  Muitiple channel
O A frequency agile system
i A spread spectrum system
| Other than specified above. Deascribe:
3. Please indicate below the frequency range you plan {o use?
0 Narrow band (25 Khz or less deviation)

B~  Broad band (greater than 5 Khz deviation)
O Spread Spectrum
O Other than specified above. Describe:




10.

11.

What will be the effective radiated power (ERP) be when all channels at your proposed site are radiating?
TSI Will the site be in compliance with current ANS! radiation health
standards? _ Nes

What horizontal radiation pattern is planned for this project?

0 Omnidirectional
&~ Sectored . 6 ..
¥~  Directional (provide hall power beam width) =y f_w\\\_

What will the vertical radiatéon angle (half power beam width) be for your proposed antenna(s)?
r # el 'y

o

How high above the local terrain (g.g., surrounding structures) will the center of radiation of your proposed

antenna(s) be? < Vo Sepk feet
How close to your proposed project is the nearest roadway wa4 0 o4 feet/miles and, if elevated,
what is the roadway’s height above the local terrain? __afn feet p

How close to your proposed project is the nearest reqularlv occupied building and how hiah is the top
floor above local terrain? ¢ QLDCATED 4 244

What s the distance to the nearest existing radio communications or broadcast antenna(s) if less than %

mile? Npw. feet/miles. Answer question 1 for such existing antenna(s) and identify
owner/operaior, if known.  Howewty; Trece 1S f»\nmsﬁ-{mt Monopels, Locatad on e Sama. Pr’cﬁmxﬂb
e p{t@ﬁt‘ﬁ‘%&é@”kmr IS OPPIOCIMasaly — a0 £h. fomMmdbok., CARRALES 0N munofole. AL Voo,
“3\/7%'\5% it e EER0S of your FCC license grant? ¢ o sn’ :
(Include a *copy of the license with submittal of this questionnaire.)

NOTE: The below listed items are required by the app]icant as part of this submittal;

a) Provider's build-out map* showing all sites anticipated within Milpitas (see question
no, 2)

b) Photo simulations*™ of antennaf(s) as viewed from at least three surrounding view
points. Show "worst case” vantage points,

] List of all sites that were investigated*™ for a particuiar search ring and the reasons
why they were discarded. Include names and phone numbers of persons contacted
regarding potential sites.

d) Copy of applicants Power Density Study* (see item no, 4).

20 coples {Telecommunication Commission)
™ 35 copies (Telecommunication Commission & Planning Commission)

Back of
Telecommunication Questionnalire

51317 S ”



Cingular Wireless Site SF 926
1000 Jacklin Road, Milpitas Health & Fitness Club

Attachment to
Questionnaire for Telecommunication Facility Providers

c) Sites considered for search ring:

This site is intended to improve capacity on the heavily traveled [-680 freeway, and
on Jacklin Road. Because the freeway is elevated in this area, and the terrain slopes
away on either side, the subject site was the most attractive option in terms of line-of-
sight for the antenna signals.

The existing monopole on the property already contains Sprint, Verizon and Nextel
antennas, and in ordet to support Cingular’s antennas, the monopole would need to be
extended in height. - This did not appear to be in compliance with the City’s policies,
nor did the underlying property owner want additional equipment on the monopole.
At the request of the property owner, Cingular pursued a design with the antennas on
the building roof. That location was suitable for Cingular, and was approved by the
City, but was then determined to be structurally infeasible by Cingular’s engineer.
The subject proposal locating the antennas in a clock tower was proposed instead.

The next possible candidate would have been Milpitas High School to the northwest.

However, it is at a lower elevation, and did not afford as efficient coverage of the
freeway,
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BY NEXT BUSINESS DAY

May 1%, 2003

Ms. Victoria Peters

ATE&T Wireless

119 Ash Grove Court

San Jose, California 95123

Dear Victoria:

As you requested, we have updated our study of the RF exposure conditiony neat the AT&T
Wireless bave station (Site No. 732) proposed 1o be located at 1000 Jucklin Road in Milpitas,
Califonia, Two copies of our report are enclosed, incorporating sdditiona) detatls sbout the
measured, calowlated and combined RF levels. As expected, fields in publicly accessiblo areas
at the pite are still caleuisted to be well bolow the applicable lirits.

We appreciate the opportunity to be of setvice and would weloome any questions on this
material. Please let me know if we may be of additions] assistance.

Sincerely yours,

Bttt

gg} Ma!l
Foerys
Telepkane:

William F. Hammett
88
Enclosures

bhatupettidh-o.com

Box 200063 * Sax Fransincn, Catiforoin Di‘m

470 Third Strens West » Songme, Daliformds

PUT/6-S00 G Fratnioes o TONPIEH2by lemﬂe * 202/356-3200 D.C,

AToD a5
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ATAT Wireless » Proposed Base Station (Site No. 732)
1600 Jacklin Roed + Milpitas, California

Statement of Hammett & Edlson, nc., Consulting Engineers

The firm of Hammett & Bdison, Inc., Consulting Engineers, has been retained by AT&T Wireless, a
personal wireless telecornuunications curtier, to evaluate the base station {8ire No. 732) propesed 10
be located al 1000 Jacklin Road i Milpiias, Califomi% for compliance with appropriate guidelines
limiting human exposure o radio frequency sl¢ctromagnetic fields.

Prevalling Exposure Standards

The U.S. Copgress requires that the Federal Communications Commission (“FQC”) evaluate itz actions
for possible significant impact on the savironment, In Docket 93-62, offective Octoker 15, 1997, the
FCC adopted the huwan exposure limits for feld strength and power deasity recommended o Report
No. 86, “Biological Effects and Exposure Criteria for Radiofrequency Electromagactic Fields,”
published in 1986 by the Congressionally chertered National Council on Radiation Protection and
Measurements {“NCRP”). Separate limits apply for, occupational and public exposure condiions,
with te latter Eimits generally five times miore restrictive. The more recent Tnstitute of Flectrical and
Eleotronics Bogineers (MIEER") Standard €95.1-1999, “Safety Levels with Respect fo Human
Exposuie to Redio Frequency Electromagnetic Fields, 3 kilz 4o 300 GHz,” inchudes nearly identicnl
exposute limits. A summary of the FCC's expusute lintits is sbown in Figwre 1. These limats apply
for contltitous exposures and are intended to provide a prudent margin of safety for all persons,
regardless of age, gender, size, or heaith. —_—

The mast restrictive thresholds for exposures of untimited durstion 10 yedio frequency (“RF™) energy
for several personal wirefess services ars as follows:

e LS8 Wirglons Servica ... Approx, Fruenioy  Qomubarionsl Limit . Publig Limée

Personal Communication (“PCS') 1,950 MHz 500 mWriem?  1.00 mW/em?
Celiular Telephone 870 2.80 .48
Specialized Mobile Radio §85 284 057
[most restriotive frequency range] 30-300 1.00 0.20

Goneral Fagility Requirements

Base staticns typically consist of two distinet parts: the electronic transcelvers (also called “radios” or
“cabinets”) that are conneeted to the waditional wired telephone lines, and the passive antennas that
send the wirelegs signals created by the radios out to be moeived by individual subscriber units, The
trunyceivers are often located at ground level and are connected to the antennas by coaxial cables sbow
+ inch thick. Beosuss of the short wavelength of the frequenciss assigned by the FQL for wireless
services, the antenaas require line-of-sight paths for their signals to propagate well and so ave instailed
at some helght above ground. The enténnas are designed to concentrate their ecuergy toward the

H&Mh;grﬂ & EDISON, INC, TOM2
CENEVEYING BNGINEERS ATQO32596.,3
JAN FRANCIICD ' Page 1 0f4
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AT&T Wireless + Proposed Base Station (Site No, 732)
1000 Jacklin Road » Milpitas, California

hotizon, with very little energy wasted toward the sky or the ground. Along with the low power of
sueh facilities, this means thet it is gencrally not possible for exposure cenditions to approach the

maxirnum permissible exposure limits without being physically very near the antennas.

Computer Modoling Method

The FOC provides direction for determining compliance in its Office of Engineering and Technology
Bulletin No. 65, “Evaluating Complisnce with FCC-Specified Guidelines for Human Exposure to
Rudio Frequency Radistion,” dated August 1997, Figure 2 attached describes the caleulation
methodologies, veflecting the facts that a directional antenap’s wudistion pattern is not fully formed at
locations very close by (the "near-field" effect) and that the power level from an energy source
decresses with the square of the distance from it (the “inverse square law™). The congervative niature
of this method for evaluating exposure condltions has been verified by numerovs field tests,

Site and Faclilty Description

Sased upon information provided by AT&T, including drawings by Diamond Services, dated
December 17, 2002, I is proposed to mount three dualband (870/1950 MHz) Allgen Model 7920 and -
three PCS Allgon Model 7250 directional panel antennas within ¢ new 57-foot clock tower to be
lovated at 1000 Jacklin Road in Milpitas, The antennas would be mounted at an effective height of

-about 48 feet sbove ground and would be oriented in pairs {one dualbend and one PCS) at 120°
spuzing, to provide service in all directions, The maxdimum effective radiated powe: in any direction
would be 1,650 wats, representing the simultaneous pperation of two celfular and four PCS chapnels
at 275 watts each, '

Proposed to be located within the same clock tower are six antennas for use by Clagular Wireless,
another wireless telecommunications carrier.  For the purposes of this study, it is assumed that
Cingular will install EMS Mode] RR2017 directional panel antennas at-the same beight snd will operate
with & maxitnum offective radiated power of 1,500 watts,

Also located on m pole gbout 187 feet to the northeast are antepnas for use by Verizon Wireloss, Sprint
PC3, and Nextel SMR. Measurements were conducted ot the site by Mr. Rajat Mathur, a quajified
enginesr smployed by Hammett & Edison, Inc., on June 17, 2002, and the maxhnum existing power
: density level observed a1 any publicly accessible location was 0,0025 mWiem?, which would be 1.3%
! of the most restrictive public limit. For the combined operation of the existing RF services at the site
i a9 installed and operating at that fime, the spplicable public limit would liksly be more relaxed. The
Wessurement equipmeont used was o Wandel & Goltermann Type EMR-300 Radiation Meter (Serial

No. P-0008) with 8 Type 8 Isotropic Elsotric Field Probe (Sotial No. P-0U36), Both metcr and probe
were under cwrrent calibyation by the tnanufacturer.

E HAMMETT & EDISON, INC.
COINSULTING FNCINEERS ATGT32596.3

54N FRANCISTS Page2of4
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AT&T Wireless + Praposed Base Station (Site No. 732)
1000 Jagkiin Road » Mlipitas, California

Study Results

The maximum ambient RF level anywhete at ground level dus to the proposed AT&T operation by
ftself is caloulnted 10 be 0.0015 mWiem?, which is 0.22% of the spplicable public exposure limit et
cellulay frequencies. The maxitwum amblent RF Javel anywhere at ground level tue to the proposed
Cingular operarion by iwself is calcniated 0 be 0.0020 wW/eme, which is 0.20% of the applicable
public exposure Ymit at PCS frequencies. The maxinuty cumulative level due to both the proposed
AT&T and the proposed Cingular operations is calonlated to be 0,32% of the public limit, Finally, the
aAiIn surmeative Tevel at ground for the simulteneous operation of all five carriers is expected to be
loss thans 1.5% of the public exposute Hualt, Tt should be noted that the cuvulative levels given ebove
are lower than the surn of the mdividual levels, since the maximum levels for the individual carriers do
not necessarily octur at the same pliysical looation.

Rusommended Mitigation Measures

Sinoe they are w0 be mounted within the clock tower, “ﬂw AT&T and Clngiar antennas would mot be
nccessible to the gencral public, and 80 no mitigation measures are necessary to comply with the FCC
public exposute guidelincs, To prevent oesupational exposures in excess of the FCC guidelines, o
access within § fest in front of the AT&T and Cingular antennas themselves, such a8 mught ocour
during taintznence ov repair work on the clack tower, should te allowed while the site is in opetation,
unless ofhier measures can be demonsirated o envure that ocoupational protection requirements are
met. Posting explanatory waming signs' at tower sceess location(s) and near the antennas, such thex
the signs would be readily visible from any angle of approach to pessons who might teed to work
within that distance, would be sufficient 1o meetr FCC-adopted guidelines,

Conclusion

Based on the {nformation and analysis above, it is the undergigned’s professional opinion that the
AT&T Wireless base station proposed to be located &t 1000 Jacklin Road in Milpitas, California, san
somply with f:e prevailing standards for limiting human ¢xposure to radio frequency energy and,
therefore, need not for this reason cavse a gignifivant impact on the environment. The highest
calcyiated level in publicly accessible aress is much less than the prevailing standards ellow for
expoaures of unlunited duration. This finding is consistent with measurements of actusl exposure
conditions trken ut other operating base stations.

Waming signs should ¢omply with ANSY C95.2 coloy, symbol, amd content conventions, In addition, contact
infotmation should be provided (2.g., 8 tolephone number) to amange for ascess 10 reswioted areas, The selection of
language(e) s ot an engivecing matter, and guidance frem the landiond, loval zomng of heaith authority, ar
apprcprate professionals sy be seqmred,

HAMMETT & EDISON, ING,
CONTUUTING ENGRNEERS ATO732596.%

AN FRANCICD Page 3 of 4
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AT&T Wireless » Prapesed Baae Station (Site No. 742)
1000 Jacklin Road » Milpitas, California

Authorship

f The undersigned author of this statement is & qualified Professional Engineer, holding California
Registration Nos. B-13026 and M-20676, which expire on June 30, 2005, This work has been carried
out under his direction, end all statements are true and correct of his own knowledge exoept, whore
noted, when data has been supplied by others, which datd ha believes to be correct.

May 15, 2003

CONSULTE 16 ENGINEERS ATO732596 3
SAN PRANCIECO b st

H ELAMMETT & EDISON, INC.
|

!
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FCC Radio Frequency Protaction Guide

The 1.5, Congress required (1996 Telecom Act) the Fedetal Communications Commission (“FCC™)
to adopt & nationwide human exposurs standesd to ensuye thet its licensees do not, cumulatively, have
a significant impact on the syvironment. The FCC adopted the Jimits from Report No, 86, “Biological
Effects atid Exposure Criteria for Radiofrequency Electromagnetic Flelds,” published in 1986 by the
Congressionally chartered National Council on Radiation Proteotion and Measurements, which are
nearly identicel to the more recent Institwe of Electrical mnd Eleotropics Engincers Standard
C95,1.1995, "Safaty Levels with Respect to Human Efposure to Radio Fregnency Blectromagmetic
Flolds, 3 kKHz to 300 GHz" These limits epply for sontiotous exposures from all sources and are
intended to provide a prudent margin of sefety for all persons, regardless of age, gender, size, or
health,

As shown in the tavle and chae below, seperate limits spply for occupational and public exposure
conditions, with the latter limits (in italiay and/or dashed) up 1o five times faore restrietive:

equency of emisgion in MHz)..
Applicable Elactric Magnetic Eoquivalent Far-Field

Range Field Btrength Fiold Btrength Power Density
{(MFz) (Vi) o () (MWiem®)
0.3~ 134 614 614 1.6 1.63 106 o0
134« 30 614 82 1.63 2191 §00 180/F
3.0+~ 30 1842/ f 8387 489/f 2190 00 ¢ 1807
30~ 300 61.4 ms 0.165  0.672f 1.0 0.2
300~ 1,500 st LIy Jiiats {238 300 prspo
1,500 - 100,000 137 6l.a 0364 ‘a.a3 5.0 Lo

1000 / Qocupational Exposure
-~ 100 PCs
i) & i
0.1
Public Exposw;e
1 | I i

T
0.1 1 10 w0 00t o
Fraquancy (MHz)

Higher levels are allowed for short periods of time, such that total exposure levels averaged over six or
thirty minutes, for occupationsl or public settings, respectively, do not exceed the Yimits, and higher
levels also are allowed for exposures to small arens, suoh that the spatially averaged levels do not
sxceed the limits. However, neither of these allowances is incorporated i the conservative caleulation
formulas in the FCC Office of Enginsering and Technology Bulletin No. 65 (August 1997) for
projeoting field levels, Hammett & Edison has built those formulas into a proprietary program that
caloulates, at cach logation on an arbitrary rectangular grid, the total expected power density from any

number of individual radio sources, The prograxn allows for the deseription of buildings and uneven
terrain, if recuired to obtain mote accurate projections.

H HAMMETT & EDISON, INC,

EENSULTING ENGTHEERS FOC Guideli
BAK FRANCISCD Gut;l;lmcs
Figure |
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RFER.CALG™ Calculation Methodalogy
Assessmont by Calculation
of Compliance with Human Exposure Limitations

Tne U.8, Congress required (1996 Telecom Act) the Federal Communications Commission {“FCCM
to adopt & netionwide human exposure standard Lo ensure that its licensees do not, cumuletively, heve o
siguificant impact on the environment. The FCC adopted the Jmits from Report No. _56, “Biological
Bifects and Bxposure Criteria for Radiofrequency Electromsgnetic Fields," publighed in }%b by the
Congresstonsily churtered Nationa) Counci] on Kadiation protection end Muasurernents, which are neasly
iaentical to the more recent instinue of Elecrical and Blectfonios Fagineers Scandard C95.1.1999, “Safety
Leve's with Rewpect 1o Human Exposure o Radio Frequency Bleotroraagnetie Fields, 3 kHz w 300 GHz”
Thexe limits apply for continuous exposuzes from all souroes and gre intended to provide a prudent Mmargin
of safety for al} persons, regardless of age, gonder, siwe, or heaith, Higher levels are allowed for simort
periods of time, suck that total exposure levels averaged over six or thirty minutes, for occupationsl o
pupHo settings, respoctively, do not exceed the Limits.

Neor Fleld. Predicticn methods have been developed for the near field zone of panel (directions])
and whip (osanidirectiona!) anteunas, typical at wiraless telecornmunications cell sites, The near field zone
[s the distance from aa antonns before which the manufactuver’s published, far flald antennt patierns have
forrmed; the noay field {3 assumed to be in ¢ffect for inoreasing L watl] three conditions have been met;

3
) D> H- 2) D >S4 3) D> L6M

where h = apertare height of the antenns, in meters, and
» = wavelength of the trausmitted signal, it treters.

The FCC Office of Bngineering and Technology Bulletin No. 65 (August 1997) gives this formula for
ceiculnting power density in the near field zone about an individual RF source:

180 0.3 % Paat |
Bw X wx D b o B e,
where By = bhalf-power beamwidth of antenna, i degrees, and

Ppet = net power input to the antenna, in watts.

power density S =

~he factor of 0.1 in the numerator couverts t the desired units of power dengity. This formuls bas been
built into a proprietary program that celoulaies the distances to the FCC public and oocupational limits.

Bar Fleld. OET$S gives this formula for calewlating power density in the for field of an mdividual
RF sousce:

g= 2,56 x 1.64 x 100 x RFE< x ERP
- 4dxmx D? ’

whers ERP = total BRP (wll polurizations), in kilowatts,
HFF = relative field factor at he dirsction to the actual point of saleulation, and
D = distanee from the center of radiation to the point of salzaletion, in meters.

The factor of 2.56 accounts for the incresse in power dewsity due to ground reflection, svsuming o
veflection coefficient of 1.6 (1.6 x 1.6 = 2,56), The factor of 1.64 is the gain of a half-wauve dipole
relative to an isotropic radiator. The factor of 106 in the numerator converts 1o the desived units of
power density. This formula hes beon built into a proprietary progyram thar caloulares, ¢ ench location on
b arbluary rectengular grid, the total eapectod power density from sny number of individusl radiation

souteos. The progrem elso allows for the description of uneven terrain ot the site, to obtaib more accurars
projections.

power densiry inmWiem?,

HAMMETT & EDISON, INC.
CONSULTING ENGINEERS Hod
PR | e



inited States of America
Feo o Communications Commissio

RADIO STATION AUTHORIZATION Vg

Commercial Mobite Radio Services
Parsonal Communications Service - Broadband

AT&T WIRELESS PCS INC. Call Signs KRLGE37
N/A Market: B397
1150 CONNECTICUT AVENUE, N.W., 4TH FLOOR SALINAS-MONTEREY, CA
WASHINGTON, DC 20036 Channel Block: E

¥iling Number: Q1L775~-CW-L~-97

The licensee hereof is quthofized, for the period indicated, to construct and operate radio transmitting tacilities in
accordance with the tenns and conditions hereinafter descriped. This authorization is subject 1o the provisions of
the Cqmmunicctions Act of 1934, as amended, subsequent Acts of Congress, intermational freaties and
agreaments fo which the United States is a signatory, and dll pertinent rules and regulations of the Federal
Cornrramications Comrmission, cordoined in the Tie 47 of the U9 Code of Fedetol Reguraiions,

Initial Grant DAte .« « « « + « « = o « « + « « + - . . APril 28, 1997
Five Year Build Out Date . . « « « « o« » ¢ » « « » « - April 28, 2002

EApiration Date .+« « o o & o o « « & « v » = = « = « » April 28, 2007

CONDITIONS: -

Pursuant o Section 309(h) of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended, (47 U.5.C, 309(h)), this license is
subject to the following conditions: This license does not vest in the licensee any right to operate a statioh nor any
right in the use of frequencies beyoend the term therecf nor in any other manner than authorized herein, Neither this
license nor the fdght granted thereunder shall be assigned or otherwise transferred in violation of the
Communications Act of 1934, as amended (47 U.5.C. 161, et seq.). This license is suibject in terms 1o the right of use
of confrol conferred by Section 706 of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended (47 U.5.C. 606),

(Condif’rions confinued on Page 2)

WAIVERS:

No waivers associated with this authorization.

Issue Date: April 28, 1997 FCC Form 4638
Page 1 of 2 ' April 19%7
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Federal Communications Commission

SLERIE)
‘P‘w k%
¥ & Wireless Telecommunications Bureau
TV Radio Station Autharization
Gall Sign: KNLG542 File Nurnher: 0000030528 Print Date: 12/03/1899

Hairie of Licensee:
Attention: Douglas |, Brandon
ATE&T Wireless PCS, LLC
11580 Connecticut Avenue, N.W,, 4th Floor
Washington DC 20036
WMarket Number: Channel Block: Sub-iarket Designatorn
BTA404 D 0

Market Name: San Francisco-Oakland-San Jose, CA

The license hereot is authorized, for the peried indicated, to operate a radic trahsmitting station in accordance with the terms and conditions
hereinafter descrived, This authorlzation Is subject to the provisions of the Gommunicalions Act of 1934, as amended, subsequent Acts of
Congress, international traaties and agresments to which the United States is a signatory, and all pertinent ruies and reguiations of the
Faderal Communications Commission, corlained in Titte 47 of the code of Federal Regulations,

| Effective Date | 1stRBiilld-out Date | 2nd Build-out Date | 3rd Build-out Date | 4th Bulld-out Date | Expiration Date
04/28/1997 04/28/2002 04/28/2007 04/28/2007

Conditions:

Pursuant to Sectlon 309(h} of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended, (47 U.5.G. 308(h)), this license is subject to the fellowing conditions:
This license does not vest in the licensee any tight to operate a station nor any right in the use of frequencies beyond the term thereof nor in any
other manner then authorized herain. Neither this licanse nor the right granted thereunder shall be assigned or othenwise transferred in violation
of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended, 47 U,8.C. 151, et seg. This license is subject in terms te the right of use or control conferred
by Section 708 of the Communications Act of 1834, as amended, 47 1J,5.C, 806.

Special Conditions:
(arant of this license Is without prejudice 1o any futlre enforcement aclion the Gommission may determing (s appropriate
regarding the bidding activities of AT&T Wireless PCS, Inc, in the D, E, and F block PCS auction.

This authorization is subject to the condition that the remaining balance of the winning bid amount wilf be paid in
accordance with Part 1 of the Commission's rules, 47 C.F.R. Part 1.

This authorization is subject to the condition that, in the event that systems using the same frequencies as granted

herein are authorized In an adjacent foreign territory (Canada/United States), future coordination of any base station

iransmitiers within 72 km (45 miles)'of the United States/Canada border shall be required to eliminate any harmful

g\tarferenc& to operations in the atjacent foreign territory and to ensure continuance of equal access to the frequencies
y bath countries,

A graphical representation of the geographic area authorized o this call sign may be yenerated by selecting
‘License Search’ at the fellowing web address: hitp:/iwtbwwwO5 fee.gov
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United Statgs of America
Federal Communications Commission A

RADIO STATION AUTHORIZATION

Commercial Mohile Mdio Services
Personal Communications Service - Broadband

v

PACIFIC TELESIS MOBILE SERVICES Call Sign.  KNLF209
4420 Rosewood Drive Market: Mo04
Bldg. 2, 4th Floor SAN FRANCISCO-OAKLAND-8AN JOSE

Pleasanton, CA 84588
Channel Block: B

File Number: ) 00006-CW-L.-85

PP L IR L L L L LRt L L LT r Ty T P PP RSP P PR PP T

The licensee hereof i authorized, for the period indicated, to construct and operate radio anemitting facilities in
acsordance with the terms and conditions hereinafter deseribed, This authorization is subject to the provisions of
the Communications Act of 1934, as amended, subsequent Acts of Congress, international treatiss and 2greements
to whigh the United States is 4 signatory. and all pertinent rules and regulations of the Federal Communications
Commission, contained in the Title 47 of the U.S. Code of Federal Regulations.

Initial GrantDate . . . . . . .. . ... . ... ......,June2d, 1998

Five-year Builld QutDate, . . . .. ... ..., ... . June 23, 2000

ExpiraionDate, . . .. . . . .. ... June 23, 2005
CONDITIONS :

Pursuant to Section 309(h) of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended, (47 US.C, § 309(hy), this lcense

te subject (o the t‘o!}owmg conditions: This license does pot vest in the licenses any right to operate a station nor
any right in the use of frequenczes beyond the term thereof nox in any other manner than authorized herein. Nelther
this license nor the right granted thereunder shall be assigned or otherwise transferred in violation of the
Conynunications Act of 1934, as amended (47 U.S.C. § 151, et s2q.), This license is subject in terms to the

right of use ar conirol canferred by Section 706 of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended
47 U.5.C. § 606).

Conditions cantinued on Page 2,

WAIVERS +
Na walvers associated with this authorizaton.

Issue Date: June 23, 1995
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Citry Or MILPITAS

455 Bast Caraveras BouLzvarp, MiLpras, CALIFORNIA 95035-5470 » www.cimilpitas.ca.gov

NEGATIVE DECLARATION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT (EIA NO. P-EA2003-5)

A NOTICE, PURSUANT TO THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
ACT OF 1970, AS AMENDED (PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE 21,000 ET SEQ.),

' THAT THE CITY OF MILPITAS WILL NOT HAVE A SIGN [FICANT IMPACT ON

THE ENVIRONMENT.

Project Title: Use Permits Amendment Nos, P-UA2003-5 and P-UA2003-10 and “S”
Zone Amendment No. P-§A2003-12.

Project Description: The project applicant is requesting to amend previous use
permils and site and architectural approvals for 9 telecommunication antennas housed in
an additional building story for 12 antennas and associated eguipment housed in a

| proposed 256 square foot clock tower, 62'-10" in height. The clock tower is proposed on

the western side of the existing 17,000 square foot, two-story building partially in
existing landscape area and parking lot at 1000 Jacklin Road.

" Project Location: The project is located at 1000 Jacklin Road (ABN:-028-05-015) at

the SE corier of Jacklin Road and Hillview Avenue.

Project Proponent: AT&T Wireless Services, Inc., ¢/o Victoria Wilcox, 651 Gateway

~ BIvd., Suite 1500, South San Francisco, CA 94080

The City of Milpitas Environmental Impact Commiitee has reviewed the Environmental
Impact Assessment for the above project based on the information contained in the
Environmental Information Form and the Initial Study, the Committee finds that the
project will have no significant impact upon the environment, as recommended in the
EIA.

Copies of the E.LA. may be obtained at the Milpitas Planning Department, 455 E.

Calaveras Boulevard, Milpitas, CA 95035,
POSTED ON ‘%2@51 FEROUIGH M)él/
CORDER

By: f?féfw»/ffﬁ-: Qf/&w’f’ﬁ; T THE ORFICE OF TRE COUNTY CLERK-R
BRENDA DAVIS, COUNDY CLERK

Plapnin M, clgel
Wh € ﬁ I o VBt e ivns
By: A" o

" Project Planhter _
ENDORSED
Approved by the Planning Commission / City Council MAY 07 200 3 -
BRENDA DAVIS, Cocaty O T
“Santa Clara Caunty et Recordr %@s\
By pu;y @\9‘“
1 EIA No. P-EA2003-5
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N
ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT ASSESSMENT NO. P-EA2003-5

\ Planning Division 455 E. Calaveras Blvd., Milpitas, CA 95035 (408) 586-3279 J)
Prepared by: Stacl Pereira May 7, 2003
date

Title: Assistant Planner

1. Project litle: Use Permits Amendment Nes. P-UA2003-5 and P-UA2003-10 and “S” Zone Amendment No.
P-SA2003-12.

2. Project location: 1000 Jacklin Boad (APN: 028-05-015)

3.  Project sponsor's name and address:
AT&T Wirelass Services, Ing.,
¢fo Victoria Wilcox
651 Gateway Blvd., Suite 1500
South San Francisco, CA 94080

4.  General plan designation: Highway Service 5. Zoning: Highway Service “HS” District

6.  Description of project: (Describe the whole action involved, including but not limited to {ater phases of the
project, and any secondary, support, or off- sqte te features necessary for its mpiementatuon Aftach additional
sheels if necessary.)

Request 1o armend previous use permits and site and architectural approvals for 8 telacommunication
antenhas housed in an_additional building story for 12 antennas and associated equipment housed in a
proposed 258 square foot clock tower, 62'-10" in hejght, The clock tower is proposed on the western side of
the existing 17.000 square foot, two-story building partially in existing landscape area and parking lot.

7. Surrounding land uses and setting: Briefly describe the project’s surroundings:
The subject site encompasses 1,14 acres at the southwest quadrant of 1-680 and Jackiin Road. The site is a
land-locked parcel located behind the Shell gasoline station, near the [-680 southbound on-tamp. The site is
zonad Highway Services, as is the gas station parcel to the north. The parcels to the west and south are roned
Administrative and Professional Qffice, and are developed with offices and a child care center, Residential uses
are found to the north, beyond Jacklin Road, to the west, bevond N, Hillvisw Drive, and to the east, beyond the
{-680 freeway,

8. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or participation
agreement.)

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact
that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages:

D Aesthetics D Agriculture Resources D Alr Quality
D Biological Resources D Cultural Resources D Geology / Soils
D Hazards & Hazardous Matetials D Hydrology / Water Quality D Land Use / Planning

CD_43211_V 1 EIA No. P-EA2003-5



D Mineral Resources D Noise D Population / Housing
D Public Services D Recreation D Transportation / Traffic

D Utilities / Service Systems D Mandatory Findings of Significance

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

}X{ I find that the proposed project COULD NOT -have a significant effect on the environment, and a

NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared,

!:l | find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not

be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have besn mads by or agreed to by the
project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

D | find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

D | find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially significant

unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in
— an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation
——~measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets, An ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

D | find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environmant, because all

potentlally significant sffects (a) have baen analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to
that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are
Imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

o s .
Date: 6 ,?' .0 g‘ w:ﬂffwwt/ﬁﬁ% /ké,/ﬁjd /Jd{%‘“

Planning Manager

QElLZuV OMM

PmJect PEQner

2 EIA No, P-EA2003-5



IMPACT

. WILL THE PROJECT: Less Than

Potentlally Significant Less Than
Cumulative | Slgniticant With Significant No Soures
{mpact Mitigation Impact impact
Incorporation

. AESTHETICS:

o . 2,11,
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a 17
scenic vista? E] D

[]

11,17,

by Substantially damage scenic resources,
18

including, but not limited to trees, rock D
outcroppings, and historic buildinga within
a state scenic highway?

RN
]

X

-
0

t) Substantially degrade the existing visual 2, 11,
Y

chiaracter or quality of the site and its E] 17, 18

syrroundings?

2,11,
17,18

d} Create a new source of substantial light or
glare which would adversely affect day or D
nighttime views in the areas? .

)
L1 O
1] X
X O]

—

ll. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES:
In determining whether impacts to
agricultural resources are significant
environmental effects, lead agencies may
refer to the Callfornia Agricultural Land
Evaluation and Site Assessment Model
{1997} prepared by the California Dept. of
Conservation as an optional model to use in
assessing impacts on agriculture and
farmland., Would the project:

a) Conver Prime Farmland, Unique - 11,17
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the D D L_—[ [:] M
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
Callfornia Resources Ageney, to non-
agricultural use?

b)  Conflict with existing zoning for agriculturat ‘ 11, 17
use, or a Williamson Act contract?

[
L]
[
L]
X

¢) Involve other changes in the existing 11,17
anvircnment which, due 1o their location or
rjature, could result in conversion of
Farmland, io non-agricultural use’?

L
[
[
L
X

CD_43211_V 3 EIA No. P-EA2003-5




WILL THE PROJECT:

IMPACT

Cumulative

Potentiafly
Significant
impact

1655 Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
ncorparation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
lmpact

Source

i

AlIR QUALITY:

(Where available, the significance criteria
established by the applicable alr quality
rnanagement of air poliution control district
may be relied upon to make the following
determinations). Would the project:

a)

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of
the applicable air quality plan?

Ll

[]

L]

2,11,
17,18

b)

Violate any air quality standard or
contribute substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation?

Ll

]

[]

2,11,
17, 18

Result in a cumulatively gonsidarable net
increase of any criteria poliutant for which
the project region is non-attainment under
an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard (Including releasing
amissions which exceed guantitative
thresholds for ozone precursers)?

e

2,11,
17, 18

Expose sansilive receptors to substantial
poliutant concentrations?

Ll

L]

[]

L]

2,11,
17, 18

Create objectionable odors affecting a
substantial number of peopla?

0

[]

[]

]

2,11,
17, 18

. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES:

Would the project:

Have a substantial adverse efiect, elther
directly or through habitat modifications,
on any species ideniified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local
or regional plans, pelicies, or regulations,
or by the California Department of Fish &
Games or U.S, Fish & Wildiife Service?

2, H,
17, 18

Have a substantlal advarse effect on any
viparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, regulations or by the
California Department of Fish & Games or
1.8, Fish & Wildlife Service?

:

2, [,
17,18

EIA No. P-EA2003-5




WILL THE PROJECT:

IMPACT

Cumulative

Potantially
Significant
tmpact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorparation

Lass Than
Significant
impact

Ne
Impact

Source

¢)

Have a substantial adverse effect on
fedsrally protected wetlands as defined by
Saction 404 of the Clean Water Act
(Inciuding, but not fimited to marsh, vernal
pool, coastal, aic.) through direct removal,
filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means?

[]

[]

[

[

2,11,
17,18

interfers substantially with the movemenl
of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildiife species or with estahblished native
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impeds the use of native wildlife nursery
sifes?

2, 11,
17, 18

Conflict with any local policies or
ordinances protecting biological resources,
such as a tree preservation policy or

_ordinance?

2,11,
17,18

Gonffict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Genssrvation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

2, 11,
£7,18

CULTURAL RESOURCES:
Would the project:

Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as
deflned in §15084.567

X

2,11,
14, 17

{

Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeclogical resource
pursuant to §15064.57

<]

2,11,
14, 17

c)

Diractly or indirectly destroy a unigue
paleontological resource or site or uniqe
geologic feature?

<

2,11,
14,17

Disturb any human remains, including
thosa interred cuiside of formal
cemetaries?

Iy OOy oy

Iy o) Oy O

IR T A N

) oy o) o

X

2,11,
14,17

. GEOLOGY AND SOILS:

Would the project:

‘Expose people or structures to potential

substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

EIA No. P-EA2003-5




IMPACT

, Less Than
WILL THE PROJECT: Potentlally Signiflcant Less Than
Cumulative | Significant With Significant No Source
mpact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incorporation
i} Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as - 8, 11
delineated on the most recent Alguist- :
Priolo Earthquske Fault Zoning Map [:l D [:( D M
issued by the Stale Geologist for the area
or based on other substantial evidence of
a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines
and Geology Special Pubiication 42,
i) Strong selsmic ground shaking? 2,11,
T T o O ™R A
i) Seismic-related ground fallure, including 11
liquefaction? D D D D }Z{
iv) Landslicdes? . . 11
L] ] ] [] X
h) Result in substantial soil erosion or the 1
joss of topsoll? D D D D N
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is — 11
unstable, or that would become unstable
as a result of the project, and potentially D D D D M
result in on- or off-site landsiide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or
collapse?
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in - 11
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substantial risks to life or D D D [:] M
property?
e) HMave soils incapable of adequately , - 11
supperting the use of septic tanks of
alternative waste water disposal systems D D D D M
where sewers are nol available for the
disposal of waste waler?
Vi, HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or - 2,17
the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous D D D [] M
materials?
b) Create a slgnificant hazard to the public or — 2,17
the envitonment through reascnably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions D D D D M
involving the release of hazardous
materials into the enviropment?
¢} Emit hazardous emissions or handle 2,17

hazardous or acutaly hazardous matetials,
substances, or waste within one-guarter
mite of an existing or proposed school?

X

EIA No. P-EA2003-5




WILL THE PROJECT:

IMPACT

Cumuilative

Patentially
Signlficant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Signiticant
Impact

No
impact

Source

Be located on a site which is included on a
list of hazardous matsrials compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public of the

" anyironment?

[]

L]

[]

]

For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public
use alrpott, would the project result in a
safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project area?

y

For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project result in & safety
hazard for peopie residing or working in
the project area?

Impairimplementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation
plan?

17,18

Expose people or structures to a
sighificant risk of loss, injury or death
invalving wildland fires, including where
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas
or where residences are Intermixed with
wildlands?

17, 18

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY:

Violate any water qualily standards of
wasle discharge requirements?

Ll

[]

[l

[]

2,18

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies
or ivterfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net
deficit in aquifer volume or a lowaring of
the local groundwater table level (e.9., the
production rate of pre-existing nearby wells
would drop to a level which would not
su;bport existing land uses or planned uses
forwhich permits have been granied?

L]

[]

L]

[]

2,18,20

c)

Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, in a manner which would

result in substantial erosion or sltuation on-

or off-site?

2,17,18

d)

Suvbstantially alter the existing drainage

E1A No. P-EA2003-5




WILL THE PROJECT:

IMPACT

Cumulative

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporation

pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteratlon of the course of a
stream or river, or substantially increase
the rate or amount of surface runoff in &
manner which would result in flooding on-
or off-sita?

]

L

/

O] O

Less Than
Signlificant
Impact

No
Impact

Source

2,17,18

Create or contribute runoff water which
would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned storm water drainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?

2,17, 18

Otherwise substantially degrade water
quality?

L]

[]

[]

L]

PX

2,18

Place housing within a 100-year flood
hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood
Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate
Map or other fiood hazard delineation
map?

[]

]

L]

[]

X

2,17, 19

Place within a 100-year flood-hazard area
structures which would impede or redirect
flood flows?

2, 17,19

Expose people or structures fo &
signiflcant risk of loss, injury or death
invalving flooding, including flooding as a
result of the faflure of a levee or dam?

17,18

Inundation by seiche, tsunam!, or
mudflow?

17,18

LAND USE AND PLANNING:

Physically divide an established
community?

2,17

EIA No. P-EA2003-5




'WILL THE PROJECT:

IMPACT

Cumulative

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Thai
Slgniflcant
impact

No
Impact

Source

Conflict with any applicable land use plan,
polloy, or regutation of an agency with
juriadiction over the project (including, but
not limited to the general plan, specific
plan, local coastal program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental
affect?

[]

[

L]

[]

11,12

Conflict with any applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community
consetvation plan?

1,12

MINERAL RESOURGES:

a)

Hasult in the foss of avallability of a4 known
mineral resource that would be of value to
the region and the residents of the state?

Result in the loas of availability of a locally-
important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific
plan or cther fand use plan?

. NOISE:

Exposure of persons to or generation of
nojse levels in excess of standards
esfablished in the local general pian or
noise ordinance, or applicable standards
of other agencles?

2,11,
17,18

b)

Exposure of persons to or generation of
expessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne notse levels?

2,11,
17,18

A substantial permanent increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above lavels exisling without the project?

2, 11,
17,18

d)

A substantial temporary or periodic in
arhbiant nolse levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?

2,11,
17,18

ElA No. P-EA2003-5




WILL THE PROJECT:

IMPACT

Cumulative

Potentially
Signlficant
Impact

Less Than
Slgnificant
With
Mitlgation
Incorporation

L.ess Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact -

Source

8)

For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two milas of a public
airport ar public use airport, would the
project expose people residing or working
in the project area to excessive noise
levels?

[:l .

]

[

[]

17

For a project within the vicinity of a private
alrstrip, would the project expose people
reslding or working in the project area to
excessive nolse levels?

17

POPULATION AND HOUSING:

Induce substantial population growth in an
area, aither directly (for exampie, by
proposing new homes and businesses) or
indirectly (for example, through extension
of roads or other infrastructure)?

"

2,17, 18

Displace substantial numbers of existing
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

—_——

2,17, 18

c)

Displace substantial numbers of people,
neceassitaiing the construction of
replacemant housing elsewhara?

2,11,
17,18

XN

PUBLIC SERVICES:

Would the project result in substantial
adversa physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically aliered
governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered government facilities, the
construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order
to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times of other performance
objectives for any of the public services:

Fire protection?
Police protection?
Schools?

Parks?

Other public facilities?

18

X,

RECREATION:

10

E|A No. P-EA2003-5




WILL THE PROJECT:

IMPACT

Cumulative

Potentially
Signlficant
Impast

L.ess Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Ingorporation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Source

a)

Would the project increase the use of
existing neighborhood and regicnal parks
or other recreational facifities such that
substantial physical deterioration of the
fatility would occur or be accelarated?

[]

[

[]

[]

X

11, 18

Does the project include recreational
fagilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which
right have been an adverse physical
effect on the environment?

11,18

Xv.

TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC:
Would the project:

Cause an increase in traffic which is
subistantial in relation to the existing traffic
load and capacity of the street system (i.e,,
result in a substantial increase in either the
number of vehicle trips, the volume to
capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at—
intersections)?

2,17, 18

Exceed, either individually or cumulatively,
a level of sarvice standard established by
the county congestion management
agency for designated roads or highways?

2,17, 18

Result In a change In alr traffic pattemns,
including either an increase In traffic levels
or a change in location that results in
substantial safety risks?

2,17,18

Substantially increase hazards due 1o a
desglgn feature {e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible
uses (e.9., farm equipment)?

2,17, 18

Result in inadequate emergency access?

[]

L]

L]

L]

Result in inadequate parking capacity?

[]

[]

[]

]

2,12

11
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WILL THE PROJECT:

IMPACT

Cumulative

Potentially
Significant
Impagt

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Signlficant
fmpact

No
Impact

Source

o)

Conflict with adopted policles, plans, or
programs supporting alternative
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle
racks)?

[]

[]

D .

L]

2, 11,24

XVILUTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS:

Would the project:

a)

Exceed wastewater treatment
requirements of the applicable Regional
Walter Quality Control Board?

2,21

b)

Require or result in the construclion of new
water or wastewater treatment facllities or
expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause
significant environmental eflects?

2,21

c)

Require or result in the construction of new
storm water drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

2,22

Have sufficient water suppliss available to
serve the project from existing entitlements
and resourcas, or are new or axpanded
entitlements needed?

2,20

Result In a determination by the
wastewaler treatment provider which
serves or may serve the project that it has
adequate capacity o serve tha project's
prajected demand in addition to the
provider's existing commitments?

2,21

f)

Be served by a tandfill with sufficient
penmitied capagity o accommodate the
project’s solld waste disposal needs?

2,11,18

Comply with federal, state, and local
statutes and regulations related to solid
waste?

<]

2, 11,18

12
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WILL THE PROJECT:

IMPACT

Cumulative

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Loss Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Source

XVIl. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF

SIGNIFICANCE:

a)

Does the project have the potential to
degrade the quality of the environment,
substantlally reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
pepulation to drop below self-sustaining
tevels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered
plant or animal or eliminate important
examples of the major periods of Calilornia
history or pre-history?

2,11,
17, 18

b)

Doss the project have impacts that are
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively
considerable” means that the incremental
effacts of a projectarg considerabla when
viewad In connection with the effects of
past projacts, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable future
projects)?

2,11,
12,17,
18, 20,
21,22 |

Does the project have environmental
affgcts which will cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either
directly or indirectly?

2,11,
12,17,
18

13
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
SOURCE KEY

Environmental Information Form submitted by applicant

Project plans

Site Specific Geologic Report submitted by applicant

Traffic Impact Analysis submitted by applicant

Acoustical Report submitted by applicant

Archaeological Reconnaissance Report submitted by applicant
Midtown Program EIR

Alquist-Priolo Special Studies Zones Maps

BAAQMD Guidelines for Assessing Impacts of Projects and Plans
Santa Clara Valley Water District e ———
Milpitas General Plan Map and Text

Zoning Ordinance and Map

Aerial Photos

Register of Cultural Resources in Milpitas

Inventory of Potential Cultural Resources in Milpitas

Field Inspection

Planner’s Knowledge of Area

Experience with other project of this size and nature

Flood Insurance Rate Map, September 1998

June 1994 Water Master Plan

June 1994 Sewer Master Plan

July 2001, Storm Master Plan

Milpitaé Midtown Specific Plan Map and Text

Bikeway Master Plan

Trails Master Plan

Phase I Environmental Site Assessment submitted by the applicant
Other

14
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AT&T CLOCK TOWER TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITY
Use Permits Amendment Nos, P-UA2003-5 and P-UA2003-10 and “S” Zone
Amendment No. P-SA2003-12

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT (EIA NO. P-EA2003-5)

Project Description

The applicant is requesting to amend previous use permits and site and architectural
approvals for @ telecommunication antennas housed in an additional building story for
12 antennas and associated equipment housed in a proposed 256 square foot clock tower,
62'-10" in height. The clock tower is proposed on the western side of the existing 17,000
square foot, two-story building partially in existing landscape area and parking lot.

Project Location

The project location is 1000 Jacklin Road (APN: 028-05-015). The subject site
encompasses 1.14 acres at the southwest quadrant of I-680 and Jacklin Road. The site is a
land-locked parcel located behind the Shell gasoline station, near the I-680 southbound
on-ramp. The site is zoned Highway Services, as is the gas station parcel to the north.
The parcels to the west and south are zoned Administrative and Professional Office, and
are developed with offices and a child care center. Residential uses are found to the north,
beyond Jacklin Road, to the west, beyond N. Hillview Drive, and to the east, beyond the
[-680 freeway.

Reasons Needing Clarification & Responses to Less Than Significant

Listed below are responses to all answers which need clarification or were checked
“Less Than Significant” on Part 1l of this Initial Study. Reponses here are presented in
the same order in which they appear on the checklist:

Aesthetics

Response to questions lc:

“Will the project substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site
and its surrounding? "’

The proposed clock tower would be located on the west side of the I-680 Freeway scenic
corridor, thereby not impeding the view of the scenic resources which all lie east of the I-
680 freeway. The view of the scenic resources are already blocked from view along
Hillview Drive and Jacklin Road by the existing 17,000 sq, ft., 30 foot tall building.

From other viewpoints in the City, the clock tower is only 256 sq. ft. (16" x 16”) and its
projection and visibility would be minor in terms of the larger scenic resources ¢hills) that
span the entire eastern perimeter of the City. In addition, the proposed clock toweris a
much more aesthetically pleasing structure to house telecommunication antennas and
associated equipment than the existing 61°-1” monopole on the site with numerous
antenna panels and wire projecting from it. Also, the structure is proposed to

l EIA NO. P-EA2003-5



complement the existing structure, matching its architectural, material and colors with
assist in blending in with the existing building and site. Thus, the proposed project is
considered to be a less than significant impact.

Mandatory Findings of Significance

Response to Question 17a

“Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or
animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or
prehistory?”

The potential for the project to substantially degrade the existing visual character or -
quality of the site and its surrounding is discussed in the above section (under
“Acsthetics”),

——e
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